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ABSTRACT- \ 

This evalua'tion provides a project description, 
principal objectives, a listing of activities &nd servifc^s, and 
aspects of communication of eight nonpublic school centers providing 
supplemental instruction in corrective reading, language, and 
mathematics to students deficient in these areas because of economic, 
linguistic, 'or environmental isolation. Standardized test results 
sho« an increase in academic achievement. Other successful outcomes 
include improvements in communication,, program expansion to meet 
diagnosed individual needs, improvements in pupil self-image and 
attitudes,, and supplementary assistance to students through 
paraprofessional support. Among the problems listed are s.tudent 
frustration resulting from failure to achieve in a group situation 
what is successfully gained in an individualized center; problems in ' 
scheduling,", especially for grades 7 and 8; and below av.erage mean 
grades despite general growth. Recommendations include staff 
orientatibns to clarify programs and to^ improve scheduling, a 
reevaluation of services offered in grades 7 and 8, and selection of 
new tesi measures in language arts specifically for grade 1 students, 
for foreign background students, and ,for the high school center. 
(AH) 
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PREFACE* 



The following eval\iative report of 
Hartford's Nonpublic Prograns was 
compiled by Jeahnd Bien, Goordi* 
nating Resoiirce Teacher, under the 
supervision of Dr. Margaret 
Godfrey, Administrative Assistant 
for "nonpublic Schools. 
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^sharing Corrective Services 
with 

Eligible Hertford Nonpublic Jchools; 
. , An Evaluation 

I 

I Project Deacrlptlon 



In the city of rfartford th^^ year, six hundred forty one eligible 
children were serviced in eight ncni^blic schools. , These were Cathedral 
of ;}t •Joseph, Our Lady of Sorrows, St. Anne, .^Augustine, Sb. Justin, cJb^ 
Peter, iS. Cyril & Methodius and South Catholic Hi^ School, (Appendix , 
n«X2). A staff of twenty four teachers, mostly part-time, and nine 
full-tiiaa paraprofessiohals worked in eighteen Instructional -Centers, aug- 
mented ^ one full-time resource teacher, office and admini^jtrative sta^f. 
Funds were jointly provided under Title I of the Eleraen£ary and Secondary 
Act and the State Act for Disadvantaged Children. 

Corrective reading was provided at all schools serviced. One Math 
Center was in operation at Cathedral of St. Josepfir School. Two Transi- 
tional English Centers, one at Cur Lady of Sorrows and one at St. Peter 
School, defve loped language concepts into reading skills for foreign lan- 
i^giiage speaking students. Supplemental classroom service to eligible 
students •Was provided by paraprofessionals during part of the work week 
at five of the elementary schools. * - 



In .all cases, Center instruction in corrective reading, language, or 
matics wW supplemental to classrc 
state and federal funding regulations ♦ 



mathematics wW supplemental to classroom instruction, as mandated by 
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n Pripcipal Cbjectivea 

The two princ4piil objectives of the program were: ^ 
A. To raise the level of achievement of those students most 

serious]^ deficient in the basic skilia of reading, language, 
and/or mathematics as a result of econoiic, linguistic, or 
enviroomental isolation • 
B# To Improve serviced students * attitudes toward self, subject 

area, and .school in general through an Increase ik successful 

* » * » - 

academic expeidence* ^ 



4 ni Activities and gsrvlces 



REFSRRAIiS AND JOHSDIILINO ^ " 

Eligible pupils serviced included those recommended for^ continuation 
from the 1973-7U tenter progr^s. Referrals for servicing of additional 
eligible students were submitted \fsr principals and classroom teachers at 
'^the end of the school year and in September. In-depth diagnostic testing 
followed. Students were ^idnitted to the program oij a need3-pri6rlty basis 
determined in consultation with school administeatlon and staffs Sdiedul- 
ing of, classes was then arranged. 

Oroiqps of two to ten pupils met daily for instructional periods of 
minutes. The full-ye^ program ^V^asted 3U weeks. Seventy nine 
pupils were sementez> cycled from September to January or from Janxiary 
to June.. 



.PRgaCftlPTIVE PLAMNINff 

After teadier orientationa and the administration 
totally indivijiualised program was initiated. Jcjnples 



and long-tem goals of such a program and an fiCdapted individual lesson 



plan are foimd in ^ the Appendix (Xl7-Xlt*)* Long-vrange 
goal plan formats were also utilized. 



student and teacher 



of all tests 9 a 
of the rationale 



so that their pro- 



students wer^shown how to keep their own records 
gress was evident to them. Appropriate behavioral goafLs, when needed, 
were stated positively in tearms the, students could reaji and und6r stand. 
Materials were coded by skiH, Iqvel, and/or interest for. rapid selection 
and return vy students, according to instructional plan assignments. 

Teachers and paraprofessionals worked with individuals or sm^il gror?>s 
according to ^agnosed ad'-hoc need^. Conj^erences with students were held 
on an almost daily^ basis. Teacher- student evaluation of progrei^s was 
continuous. *^ . , 

KkWXIALS AND ACTIV1TIB5 



f 



The Instructional Canters were well ecrl^.ppe^ with albio-visual and 
instructional material Ifeien the nonpublic p:fogr^ began eight ye^s ago. 
,Over the y^ars, materials have been repaired, r^laced, or augmented. 

In' order to adapt these materials fpr a totally indiy$.dualized pro- 
gram and purchase jpw materials r^ll^tically, thr^e steps' were tftken:' 

1 . Needs- assessments were ma,^ of the student populations at 
each school so that a determination could'be made of the 
^ skill areas *and levels to fte covered at ;each center, as 

well as of the teachljig modes that might be mos^ successful. * 



2. ip invontory of existing Cantar materials vas made and 
materials were coded for use* Teachers And par^dfessionals 
put in many ertra hours adapting existing materials, lanina- 
ting self- correcting materials and setting vcp skill-files and 
areas for individualized learning* This process continues. 

3. d9 lection of new material was based on each Center's needs- 
assessment and material inventory. Teachers self-selected 
new material on a small budget with resource staff guidance. 

The individuality of teachers as well as pupils was recognised in 

the selection of materials. Uniform to all Centers and to the Brogrto 

was the following format: 

1 . Diagnosis of p\xpLl need 

n2. Inventory of instructional resour^ 

3. Svaluaticai of resources, including teacher self-evaluation, 

' U. Long-range planning 

, Flan of management 

- ^ 6. T^acher-ptqxir planning 

7. Action ' . - ^ ^ 

8. Reassessment and change, as needed , ^ * ^ 

9. Codification feedback with students, parents, staff and school 
10 4 Annual evaluat^ns. and recommendations 

Where a need for langiiage developmeni was .paramount, as at St. Biter 
% School, a language ejcperiencp approach was initiated. JEhe Communication 
irts Progratt developed in Hartford was used for intermediate <aid upper 
«rade strddents at St. inne School. A teacher experienced ih the Orton 

Phonics Method used it successfully^ at Sb.Justin School. Totally in- 

> 

dividualised progrms were initiated in one or more of the Centers at the 
Cathedral of St. Joseph, Our Lady of Sorrows and. S^.OjTil & Methodius 



4 



itjhools. Thd Hath Center utiUsed Math HEPS frcm the Board of Bducation ^ 

/ ^ — 

part of its new format. ^ 

The nijie paraprofeasionals in the program assisted students- under teach- 
er guidance, rfade joid collated materials, helped keep records, aeted as liasons 
between classroom ^d cpnimuniiy, and helped tq mako this transitional year 
Into indiT^Ldualisaiion successful one. 

A BWW'.Indi'iiduaL' Pi^pik Progress Chart' was^doveloped to record progpress 
in readlne. It bas/^een uSed and evaluatied and will. be\ revised for next year. 
The PcipiX ProgresafRe]^rt, sent to parents quarterly, lias also r^sed, with 
profisicna made iSbr a dwUc^te to be kept in each piQ>il's Inatrftctlcoal 
Center file. . / 

• m Office Aecord Card was establ^hed this 'year for each pupil, serviced. 
1 /. - ■ // \ ^ 

The cards Ipittlude cong)osite . test W6res\for this y*ar and for two years 



previous foi pupilaf^e^eiving loni^tenn Service. These wiU be cotitltiued 

, 7/ A . / / ^ ^ 
and studied next y*ar aa longitu^al growth is scruttnieed more carefully. 

. // \\ ■ 

\\ 

* " ' f ' , IV borofiunlcatlcn 

/ y ■ . • — ^ • ■ ■ 

ill- aspects 0f. cdwraupication^ the coperstpne of any progran, were 
given ma^or attention this year.?* Efforts were fflqpended with stud^ts, inter- 
staff, with staffs js>t the schools serviced, with parents, and in the devel- 
ppaent of a viabl^. Paren|; Advisory Council. 

10 
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Both teachers,^ the Prograjii and par^ yho participated In'the'eval- 
^ xatlon-of this year's Program have indicllted thk ^ccrammication with stud^ts 
continues to be good to excellent. Indivldualizafcica of instruction and frer 
quent conferences with students are considered contributipg factors to this 



success. 



V 

IHTBRrgPAgF - 1 ' l\ 

Itoter-staff caanunicaUcn focuied around regularly s<ihedjiled monthlor, 
to-service iSeetings' pre-planned wL^fti staff representktion.^ Resource^ staff 
was awdlable on call and visits were made 'to the C0nter3 frequently, in 
Informal staff Inf omatlonal Feedback airvey yieideji- posiUve results. 
Connents and suggestions will be pursued to the 19 75- 76. school year. Coi- 
ferences with siqiportive services such as ^ch and Heartog^ Psychologists 
and Social \*)rker3,- continued, as needed, idth good r^rt. 

SCHOOL STAFFS 

Nonpublic administrative staff met with prtocipals several times during 
the year as part of a plan towards improved shartog of tofopiatlon and dia> 
log with the schools^ Goiter teachers scheduled .a itdnlmn ol thirty minutes 
wel^ for teacher consultations this year. At ^t.Ailgustine, the eleraentwy 
adiool with the largest enrollinent, primary "teacher. ioriCerences^were held bi- 
weekly by^grade level." JkiUs and activities f or toUvidual pupils were 
discussed and coordtoated'atShat time, dome CenteJ teachers conArenced 
with classroom teachers before school or during r^sa. ^ ^ 




V, 
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P&rerits involved in project evaluation agreed with Center staff 
' that intra-staff coiampniQation has i^jproved. More two-way dial^ is 
recoOTiter^ed with respect to needs of individual pupils, scheduling, 
Prctgram rationale' and legal mandates . . 

* < 

RAaENTS 

* Several projects were undertalo^ this year to amplify and improve ^ 

' " \ , \ ^ ^ • 

communication .with parents^ The fortnat for reporting to parents was re- 

vised^ Center teachers requested participation in regularly scheduled 

school cijnferencea. Parents were invited to visit the Oe^ers at any 

J ^tima, or hy appointment, to discuss at. any length their cj|[ildr€fliU needs ^ 

and progress. ^ . ^ 

. Open Houses were' held at the Centers in IHicember with alriost two 

/hundred pfifirents and relatives in attend^ce/ Presentaticms were made in 

^ ^re than one language when neekfed. * ' 

A ITeysletter to parents was Initllated and 'aent Hc»ne with students** 

The Newsletter contained general^inf oi^natitn about ^he Nonpublic Program, 

articles about the 'Parent Ad^or^^uncil, a anulti- lingual section, ar^ 

details about the Centers 6f^ featured' school in each issue • The re- 

^f a survey on the /preferQxieas of paretnta (X19) indicated that 




especially wanted to have morQ....«::^icles about the centers , 
mora stories written by the childrerVx(8$^) , and more information ,on how 
students are recoimended and acceptedf^in the ^centers (82^) • Fewer wanted 



mor^e Center meetings in the separate sch 



(23^) • 
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Parent evaluators iSrom several of the schools reconmended that parr 
ents be personally invited to tYk -Centers to discuss the results of their 
children's needs assessments in October and in May# It was recommended 
that a bilingual person be present wherelieeded. Other suggestion^ for 
iit5)roved comunication included participation of small groups of parents 
monthly in the actual operation of the Centers*^ One school recommended 
an early morning Open House as a way of bringing parents, especially^ 
fathers* into the Centers, Preferences at each school will be followed 
up next year, ^ r • * ' 

THE PARENT ADYiaOHS^CQONCIL 



The Ncnpub^c F^.A.C. has increased its activities greatly during 
thi^Vchool 3rear/ Local nonpublic school P.A.C. s met and, selected re- , 
presentatives to a city-wide Nonpublic P.A.C^ which met twice this Sptixig 

The Administrative "^Assistant* regularly part^icipates on the Hartford 
Public P.AyC*. Two parents haye been elected^ to represent the Nonpublic ^ 
Parents on the Public P.A.C. for next year. Japportive participation J 
will continue. (Thwugh the Evaluation and Planning' Committees of the 
P.A.C, parents ^ctively participated in reviewing this year's Project^ 
Jind in oevelopiiig the plans and recommendations for the school year a- 
headju^^iil^ore involvement by parents and by thi P.A.C. is hoped for 
aijd anticipated during 4975-1976. 
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A detalleql jevaluation of the principal objectives of the progran follows: 



OBJECTIVE 1 

Academic perf ormarvc^-. in reading, language or math will improve by 
an average of one month's growth per tested month of instri(ptlibn, o r, 
seventy percent(^of the students tested will demonstra^te a^jnininum of ^ ^ 

mcwth' a growth per 'tested month of instruction** ; - ' 

\ • ' ' ^ ' ' . : - ' ' 

MSASURBS OF OBjaCTIVS 1 

A* Stafidardized tests > 

The 1971 Metropolitan, levels Primer through Advanced in read- 
tag comprehension and math concepts for Grades 1-8, 

2. On- level and out-of-level testing, based on results of in-depth 
diagnostic testing and teacher judgement • ^ . ' , 



i ^ 

\ 

J 

/ 

I 



3* The 1957 (l963 nonns) Calif omiC^adbg Test, for the High • * : 
School Program. • . . . ^ | 

Informal tests: ^ * * 

, 1 • Botel Phonics for students functioning on a primary levels 

2. Botel or Silvaroli Word Hecogn.ition Testa for students in 

Grades 2-8. " - ~ . ^ 

3. ailvaroli I.R.I • for students fmctioniiig ;^t Grade levels 2-8. ^ 

il. A^itional teacher-made or ccMisnerpial informal diagnostic 
tests as needed. ^ j ' > 



RBiDLTS OF OBJECTIVE 1 

Of the li86 pupils tested in^ aj.1 prbgram components Grade Iwels 

1-11, the average performance met or eicceeded the ;^tata4 objective in read- 

in^ comprdiension or math Qoftcepts. Growth in word-attack or math com- , 

putation averaged 12 months in a 7 month annual tas/ span. Growth in reading' 
♦ 



cociprehans'ion or JBUjbhconcepts averaged 10 months in a 7 month test span* 
Jivaraga grovrth in. arwb^isted above more than doubled in a ^ month test 
span* (See Gomposite Months of Qrovth j cn^page 11). 

Stated differently/ 73^ of all students pre and post- tested on an 
annual basis hcfond the Primer level attained a minimwm of one month* s 
growth for each tested month of service. Of that number, 32% doubled or 
more than doubled eaqpected objective performance. Semester students ex- 
^ ceeded thi above stated performance. (Sae Composite Results of Objective 
No. 1 oni^page 12). 

Of students informally tested cn the Silvaroli I.R.I approxijnately 
90% demonstrated or exceeded a minljaum of one year's growth in reading per- 
fo«ance during^ 7 month test span. 

^ i^pro*:^j^^ l55f (75)/ of Center serviced stu<^ents w«lre not pre and 
post-testi^. Of that humbtr^ 6 Grade One studentaf and 17 pf the 19 Tran^ 
sitiona^ English students ^'at St. Peter werd not pte-teste4 because of 
language deficiency. Ihe majority of the balancd of untested students 
moved befoz^ post-tests ver^ administered. 

■ / 



\ 



mgRFRBTATION OF QBJBCTIVS 1 \ / 

A originally ^tatod, and a^s.substantiatflCl on' Coinpoalte Months of 

/ 

Ch rowth data sheet, Objective 1 vis met and/or, surpassed, particva«rly 
in Grades 6-B. \ ^ , 

Viewed bn a pelwpntile /hasis, the Math frogrtun \ki eaasmptary. ' 
IVljnaxy reading studinW and those in Transition4l Sfiglish had a high 
Incidence of success in ^h^ area of word-attack (815S and 8^^ respectively). 
Students in interfiiediate or upper-grade Heading, Math sad Transitional 
.laglish Oentar^Sdoubled the first objectives by U0J6 or/ipore, 

" -"15 
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COMPOSITE MONTHS OF GROWTH 
BY- GRADE lEVEL OR PROGRAM CCMPONEHT 



J 



Grftde or Proficram 



Itonthfi of Growth Months of Growth Months. Qf Gix>wth 

in Vocabvilary or in Reading Comp. in !totai Reading 

Nd« Pupils M&th Computation or Math Concepts or Conbined ^^i^ 

TOTAL ARNUAL PROGRAM^SEVEg' MOKTH TBSi; SPAN 



2 


78 


' +11 


+ '9 


+ 9 


3 


73 


+ 11 


+ 9 . 


. \ + 10 


l^ 


52 ' 


+ •9 


+ 10 - 


\+ 10 


5 


50 


+ 10 


+ 11' 


■ + 10 


6 




+ '10 


.,-.>+ 13 


+ 11 


7 


lt6 


+ 11 


\ +13 . '• 


+ 12 


• 8 


36 


\+ 16 


+ 13 




9-11 


28 


\+ 3 


+ 8 


+ 7 


TOTALS : ' 


. 1K)7 


+ 12 


+ 10 


+ 10 




SEMBSiER PR0GRAl<B-3^ MONTH TEST SPAN 




Reading: 










Primary Centers 


,29 


+ 7 


+ 7 


+ 6 


Reading: 






+ 8 


+ 8 


\ Int. Centers 


30 


+ 7 


Reading:- 










. Upper Centers 


+ 12 


+ 11 ' 


+ 10 


Math Center 


2- 


+ 6 


+ 10 


+ 8^ 


Transitional Eng. 


.2 


+ 12 


+ 23 


+ 17 


TOTALS : 


79 


+ 8 


+ 9 


+ 8-' 



- ' ^COIOXDSITB RESDLTS OP OBJBOTIVB NUMBER ONB: 

Sevwity percent of students pre and post tested will attain 
a jidirijmffll of one month'^CTOwth tor eaoh tested month of ' 4 
participation- in the propwr— 



Rpogran 
Ctxq>oneQt 


Total 
No. of 
Papils 
Tested 


No. of pfupils ' 
wio attaifiea 
Objective No.1 
Rdg. GooQ). or 
Math ecnpatatioQ 


%■ 

AttalniJig 
ObJeotlTB No.1 


No% pupils 
vho donblAd 
ObjeotiTe No»1 . 
Reading Oaap^ov 
Math Conpatatlon 


• 5t 
Doubling 
Objeotite 
No. 1 


MAazyReadlag 


183 


• 139 


" 76% 


36 




IntezMdiata Bdg# 


118 


78 


, ^ 


' hk 


' 375^ 


Upper Reading 


86 


. 65 . 


' 75^ 




Ul^ 


High ahool Rdg. 


27 


* 15 • 


• $6% . 


1 ' 




Kath Program 


20 




Y''95^ \ 




55J« 


Transitional 
SnRlieh 


19 


13 


68^ 


11 


58^ 


Totals 


1*53 


329 


73^ 


1U3 


325( 



— ^ 

Test Intenrals: Seven months for annual measure. 

Fourteen months considered doubled growth. 

Four months for semester measure (Ss no. service). 

Kight months considered dotjbled growth. 
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Test results of the High School Program were problantatical in that 
language deveXoproent skills were the core of a^prograu In \Mch piq>lls 
were raeasured hy reading doraprehension ^r^J^h. A nen test^^^ks^ been se- 
lected for nert year. 

^ vali^^ of ajdmi^istgring out-of-level testing' and the effec- 
tiveness ofMsults are ^lifficulV to substantiate]' In view of the above 
and of the problems encountered in reporting tesv results, tests admin- 
istered next year should bo unifora by grade level. It is recotsnended 
that students be tested at one level below that which idoe publisher re- 
cooiaends for Qradss 3> 5 and 7. 

Despite ouy^ding growth, especially in Grades^S where jnore y 
to be e3q)eoted^ mean grade equivalent of students teawd at all grades^xe- 
l^aiiis below average. Icogitudinal growth for indimual students is being 
charted and will be under study during 1975-1 976^ 

Trmsitional feigllsh studtots at St. Peter tflght have been better 
serviced in an ^.S.L. program.' ^Altemaiivos in testing First Graders and 
language deficient" students should be pursued.. 




OBJBSTIVB 2 ■ \ J 

Serviced students' attitudes toward ¥elf, subject area and/schoo;L in 
general will improve through an increase in successft^. academi^ experience. 
MBAS0RB3 OF OBJBCinVS 2 ''^ / 

A. Classroom .and center teacher general observati<ms. 

B. Observed growth in ability to JJtoctioin independently and successfully 

' f . - , 

from daily lesson plans (caitract sheets). ' 



• o /I ^ ' -IS 



V 



/ 



student Jtbtltttde yd Interest iarveys adminiatered in^,ieptembe^ and 
Majr^to all students ift Grades U-8. 
D. Infoimal parent evtau^ons^ 
RB30LTS OF OBJECTIVE 2 

According to classroom teacHers, many Cent^- serviced students ^o 
^had a defeated Attitude in September finished the year eager to try new ' 
. things. 

The individualized programs in the. Instructional Centers provided the 
Students wit^ success in. skills at levels €?>propriate to their needs and 
perfoiTOano€^ «[bilities. otudents followed contract sheets, secur^ed materikla 
and kept their own records with a minimum of teacher help. They frequently 
borrowed boojjs and other device- from the Ihstructional Senters. Improved 
\ attendance was noted near the end of the year at severap. Centers. 



' Results of the Attitude and Interest 3atrvay are en the page fpllow^ 

ihg. ft)st-test c^n^arisms in the Interest darv^ revealed that: ' 

9f> more students liked to read 
Ul?f fewer had a favorite book , 
36^ more, read books rei^^bmmended by friends 
i% more went to the library 
\ 31^'f6wer Watched TV instead of reading 

2$^. more read books related to movies or' TV programs 

4^ comparison between pre and post Attitude components show studeats ^ 

slightly lass pleased with school (85S), more pleased with their reading. 

and more favorable toward teachers {%). 

Parent contacts with Center teachers consistently confirmed that 

students felt better about ^oming to thfe Centers than they did^initially. 

and that most students were enthused or encouraged about Center programs. 
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COMPOSITE OF PRE-POST RESULTS OF SURVEY AEMimSTERED 
TO GRA15ES it-8 IN SEPTEMBER, 197^ AND MAY, 1975 



N<ne_ 



School 



C«at«P 



Date. 



InterostSxrjgaC 



POSITIVE 
RESPONSES 



Plrecttonst 

. Ctrole thf Aaawors to these <iue8tlona. . , 
Y«5 No 1. Do you like to read? 
Tea No 2. Do you have a favorite booW 
Tea No 3. ♦ Have you ever read a book «ore than onoe? 
I.a No U. .Have i^u ever read a bobkonarof your frimd. .aid va. good'. 

Yea No Do you go ,to the Ubrapy? 

Yea No 6. DoyoueveraaktheteacherorUbrarianforl^lpifyouT. 

^ looking for a booW 
Yea No 7 rDo you ever read a book instead of watching televiaion? ^ 
Yea Ho 8. Do you read a book if you have seen the «ovU or te leviaico 
progrcA bftSdd on It? 

Attitude Sarv€or 

m the next part of ^'Wa survey, circle ^ ad^ecuUa that beat deacrib. your 
Selinga. ySu may circle acre than one. r RESPONSES 

'''^ Pre Itost 







' ' " 1 

80^ 


89^^ 


72^ 




81^ 


78^ 


25^ 


61^ 




92^ 






86?^ 


, 82^ 




17% 


20^ 





^ CS^^^ bored 

2. 



reading 



Reading booka todstories is,,^ 

U. I think 




63% 
92% 



53^ 
7*^% 
92% 



<^ (S^ 4-- 



92% 



5. Teachera^^ huiried 



4 Other ki^e^ ^g---^ ^^^^ good readers pobr aporta 62% 

'uJi^N C^f eran^ ^ctTg) 20 



: 81% 
99% 

63% 
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^^^^^^ Circled words considered positive or neutral 
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Rarents of Center students participated in June Evaluation Meetings of 
the ?.A.O. concurred that their own children and those with they spoke 
in the Centers evidenced self -assurance >iiile WDrking on Center projects • 

INTERPRETATION OF OBJECTIVE 2 ' 

Successes met in the Center based on individual planning led, to im- 
proved self-image and increased conf idence* Jtudent§ developed an increased 
abili^ to^work independently. Success seemed to generate further interest. 

According to the Attitude and Interest Survey , reading- related interests 
of plpils showed in?>rovement. Fewer reread th^same book, but instead read 
more books recommended by friends, oo^es related to movies, TV programs, or 
read instead of watching TV. The pos\ survey indicated some improvement 
in attitudes toward reading and teachers, less favorable attitudes toward 
^ school than evidenced in September. Perhaps the latter can be interpretated 
as an^end-of-'the-year syndrome. 

Parents generally agreed that students were more pleased with themselves 
and more confident in their work while participating in Center programs. 
Classroom teachers noted" that some of this carried over i^to school work. 
T^ divergence between, the functional^vel 4t which success is met in the 

Center in an individualized program and tHe frustrations ,encountered in a 

V / 

group situation in the classroom l^t ill exisibs however, particularly in 

* / 

Grades 7-8. 



-A 
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OOHHKNTAHT ■ •<^ ' . ^ 

Sfcandardiaed teat results of this year's Program ar6 highly favtjrabl© 
TSst results ty Program Conipco^s^«aid separate Centei'S are available in 
thc! Jlppendix (X9.-X15). \ ' ' 

t • " . 

Out-of- level testing was admiiaistered to students vho were diagnosed 
as performing^ in excess of a year below grade JLpvel; Effects of ^ch 
testing on performance growth .are difficult to quantify and report ft?r 
objective tabulation (X6- X8) even though these m^ be considered soijnd 

educationally. ♦ , - ' i 

Major efforts were made toward iufproved communication in all facets 
bf the Bpogram this year, linproveraent was noted. Plans for 1975-76 in- 
clude amplified dialog with parents and staffs of the schools service^. 

" A result of major sipiif icance this year has been the succe^ssful V , 
ejqpansion of a progrsoai geared to meet the par^^icular ne6ds of the individ- 
uals serviced. Most significant of all, perhaps, is the positive change 
in attitude and self-^ncept experieaiced by many .of the students idio 



participated^ 
aUCCBSgUL OPTGOMlSa 



A. aiccessf il initiation i^t a totall;r'indfW.dualiaed program' bgaed 



on diagnosed need* 



develppraent organised on* 



J. 



B. A planned program for inser\dLce s 
a monthly basis. 

.C. Increase in afcademic achievement as evidenced by test Msults. 

p. 'In5)roved p^il ability to, work independently,, with resulting 
improvemeni in self-image and autitujie. 

' ZZ 



. 18 . 



Supplementary assistance* to selected eligible stxidents who were 
not otherwise serviced, through paraprcfessional sxqjport in 
regular classroom sitxiations* 

F« Expanded, comnxuiicati on among parents^ regular school staffs and 
* center personnel. 



PROBLQIS 



a\b. 




A. Students meeting viih success in the individualized Centers are 
frequently frustrated in th? classroom where th^y Bjp6 still unable 
to attain higher levels of expectation to a group situation. 

Schedultog, though improved, remains an area of difficulty, 
\ especially to Grades 7*8 . ' ' ^ 

C. Problems were encountered to reporttog resxxlts of out-pf-level 
sta?idard^ed tests ^admtoistered accordtog to jbdividu^ily di- 
, d^6sed performance. ' ^ 

KAX results were an ""^adecpiate gauge of successes met to language 
developmenjt 

Despit^ ouiatahdtog growttf generally, mean grade equivalent rematos 
below averffiQ, and a few pupils have made little iongltudtoal 
growth QVprlKears serviced. 

Need exists ]r^r tocreased communication between todivldual parents 
Center teachers, and for better c'bmmunleation with school staff* 



\ 



IONS 



itember orient|Ltiteis with school staffs to cMrify program, im- 
VB scheduling where possible, and proselytize planning based 
on levels of V^ctlon and need. \ 

evaluation pf services offered, to Qradei 7-8 .with consideration 
of ^semester cycltog or ellmtoatlon of services* where scheduling 
pr^tlems cannoi 1^ resolved. 

IV' > ■ • • ■ ^ • 

Stmdardized test levels tojbe predomtoantly uniform by grade levels 
for^^^ year. ^ * - I 

tiq[i of new test measures to language arts, especially at 
1, for forei^ backgroiind students, and for the High dchool 



23' 
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• Records of. longitudinal growth Yie^ been established for each 
student and will be studied ii> 1975^-76. Piq)il..'Apprai3'al Team 
qee|;;inga| are suggested where limited long-ran^ growth occurs. 

\ Continuation and expansioxi^ot PAC Program) including sdieduled 
parent visits to the Centers at least twice yearly. 





/ 
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.APPBHDIX 

Caitentp /j . Page 

Number sSad Distxlbutlon oJt Perils Ss^oad (2)....' > Z1 

H.A.T. QzV>wth Sraltuitlon (?) • X3 

Distribution of On-Loval and Oat-of-Laivol Testing (3) * . . * XS 

^Td^t TabaXlffcloQ Sasnarids (7) Z9 

F^prof 0dpi^oiutL-;»T6aoher airvay Foxn Xl6 

]hatructicnal Center Long-»Tem QoaXs* Xl 7 
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/ «.Re8pcn3e3^ pf Parentd to Newaietter Survey " X19 
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Sbtiddats Serviced 
1974-1975 . 
Hartford Nonpublic Programs 



PROQRJiM TITLE 



"T'^SWTER PROGRAMS 
SEMEST5R 



*\ Prinaiy ' | 

]ji%om6dia|b« 

iJpper ^ 

Transitional 
^^glish 

M^thematlos 
„ High ^ool 

— r 




TSTALS 




Center-S«hdoed and Testad AhnuajL^^: 

Sj^estek" Onlyt 



1 i \ 



ERIC 



TOTAL CEjnEItiSEHS^pED ANI^ TijSTEDt 
Center Serviced btit Ifeteatedlt 

TOTAL CEMTER SERVICM) 

I- 

Itftiauplicated PartEprofeeaional Sierficed 

\ ' . ■ ■ ^ 

U.. _j , 1 . 

DTAL NUMB^t)? STUDENTS SERTICEDJPROM 
PROGSJAM OOMPONENTS LISTED ABOTEt 



i 
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Hartford Ncmpubllc ProgrMs 
Total Number of Pupils .Serviced in 197U-1975 



I ' Grade Level Distribution 




.^hool nr Projrrmn K / X \S S ^ 7 


/ 






Totals 


Biementary Keaaing 
Cat^iedral 






16 


1U 


9 


13 


6 


. 8' 


10 










Oiir T.flriy of ^nrrovs 






11 


l!i 


12 


3 


'7 








> 




6Q. 

. 69 


St. itnne 






18 


12' 


8 


12 


• 8 




\ 


St« Augustine 






20 


18 


8 


12 


7 


10 


6 






% 


81 


33. Cyril & Methodius 






' 6 


9 


2 


6 


9 


1 


U 






37 


; \ ' 
St. Justin 




1 


10 




11 


'6 


? 


9 


9 








56 


^ 3t* Rater 




5' 


17 


1U 


12 


6 


8 


9 


. 8^ 






- 4 


J 

79 
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1 






- Highil^cicnooi neading 
South Catholic 












■ 1 








31 


f 

12 


1 




Math 

Cathedral * 












8 

4 


'6 


3 


2 




i 




/ 2k 


Tmsitienai laigiish ' 

St^ Pbter 

Our Lady of Sorrows 






2 


1 


/ 

2 


8 


6 


8 


u 








t__ 35^ 


P^a. Supplement ' 
Five Schools 






16 


Ul 




8 


3 


10 






1 




80 




> 


























1 

Totals 


2 




116 


128 


69 


82 


65' 


72 


U9 


1 
31, 


M 


1 
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CCmOSITE OF IRE-P^T RB^TS OF SURVEY AEMUCCSTEPX) 
TO GRADBS lt-8 IN S2KEMBBR, 1971^ AND MAY, 1975 



TO gbadBs if-8 ;n 

i 



irbctio 



.onBi. 



BDSITIVE . 
RESPONSES 



Circl« .tb* ioMMe* to these (jaeatlona. 
,No 1. Do you like to roa^ 

Tea No 2. i)o you have a favorite bookS , 
,1,9 Ho 3. Have you eler read a book aore. than oao«? 
.1.8 No U. Har. iou .v«. r««l a book OA. of your fri«^ 
j lee 0 Ho 5. Do yoa go to the library- 

'■I..'' Ho" 6^20 you ever ask the teacher or Ubrarian for help "if .re 

»*~^ looking for a book? ' _ ob^ 

.Ho' 7. Do you ever raad a book instead of vatohing teletiaioo? 

ra. HO *Do you ^ a book if you have seen the aovU or televiaici. ,^ 
^ progrsB based on it? . v , 

. ■ . At^itpde Purvey 



l^fe/ Bast * 




17^ 



D^reotjoast 

• t m the text part of this ;urvv,- ciroWtL a^eotives that ^ dMcrl^ 7^ 
i fltlings!^roumiyciwltttor« .throne.- ^ \ responses 



1.' SohooX 



2. W 




sad ^SerestS) (bored 



'sOl rights not top,goo4 very poor 



3. R^^"^^'^^) ^ 4m-' 



Pre Post 

63% 71^% 
92% 92% 



U;- I think jhCMliJicrtoJiJa 



fdteg) piai& <^ C£f^ mTI 

^' ''^'''(^ (^^.rtorried^ . ' - 92% 

6. O^-'^^^^ft-^^-gliaj eneiilos * duU " good readers 'poor sporU ^2% 



«3 



81% 

99% 



''like"5e^ ^^^w«it froani 
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^^^^ 'circle^ words considered i5ositlve or neutral 1 29 
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Rarenta of Center students who participated in June Bvaluatipn Meetings of 

the P.A.C. concurred that their own children and "those with wW they spoke 

^^^e Centers evidenced self-assurance >4iile working on Center projects. 



/ 



iNTJSttlWiTATIGN OF OBJECTIVE 2 / ^ ' j ,/ 

/' 

successes met in the Cariter based cn^ individual planning led to ito- 
proved self-image and incz^eased confidence. Jtudents developed an increased 
Ability to work indep^ently. Success seemed tb 'generate 'further interest. 

According to the Attitude and Interest airvey , reading- related interests 
of p\q?ils showed iii5?rovement. Fewer reread the same b5>olc, but instead read 

y 

more books re^onmended by friends, ones related to movies, TV programs, or 
read Instead of vatchjng TV. The post survey indicated some improvement 
"in attitude^ toward reading 'and teachers, less favorable attitudes toward 
School than evidenced in September.' Perhaps the latter om be interpretated 
aa an end-of -^he-year syndrome, v ' * ^ 

Parents generally agreed that students were morb pleased with themselves ^ x 
and more confidait in their work whil? pctrticipating in Center program^. 
Classroom teachers noted that some of thi^ carried over into school work. 
The dl^vergence betwera/ the functional level at which success is met in the 
Center in an individualized J^rogram and the fmstrations encountered in a 
groi^) situation ixs the classro^ still exists however, particularly in 
-flrades 7-8. • 
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VI dainmary 



GOHHBNTARI 




Standardized test neialts of tWLs year's Program a]!^e highly favorable • 
Tbst results by Program Components ^ separate Centers are available in 
the i^pendix (X9 -11 5) # 

Out-of- level testing vas admimistered to students i*ho were, diagnosed 
as performing in /fflroess of a year below grade level. Effects of such 
testirxg on perJ^mnance growth aie difficult to quantify and report for 
objective ;tab'ulation (X6- X8) ev^ though these may be considered sound ^ 
educationally* 

Major efforts were made toward imprcrrod coraraunicaticm in all facets 
of the^ft^ogran this V^ar. Improveroent was noted. ' Plans for 1975-76 in- 
clude amplified dialog with parents and staffs of the schools serviced. 

A result of major significance this year has been the succeasful^ 
e]q?ansion of a program geared to meet the particular needs ,of the Individ^ 
uals serviced. Most significant of all, perhaps, is the positive change 

iji attitude end self-concept experienced by many of the students vho 

I 

participated. ' ^• 



SPCC BSSByL OUTCOMES 



• 



A. . dacoessful initiation of a totally individualized program ^based 

ion diagnosed need. ^ * r 

< - ' 

B . A planned program for iaservice staff development organized on 
a monthly basis. 

C. Increase in academic achievement as evidenced by test insults. 

D. In?)roved piqpil abili^ to work independently, with resulting 
iniprovement ijn self-image, ^d altitude. 

31 



> 



I 5. Supplement^ assistance to selected* eligible stident^ irtio were 
A riot otherwise serviced, through pai'aprof essional siqjport in ^ . 
^* regular classroom situations.' \ \^ 

^ y Expanded ccrammication among parents, regular \chool staff, and 

/{ center personnel • ' ' , \ 

^ \ ■ ., . ^ , ■ • ' 

PROBLEMS I . . 

A* St^idents Imeetlng with success in the individualised Centers are 
frequently frustrated in the qlassroom where th^. are stilL unable 
to attaii^ higher levels of expectation in a gro\Q> situation.^ 

i 

B. Scheduling, though* iinpwyjiKi, remains an area of difficullgr, 
especially in Grades' 7-8;'^ i ' 

C. Prp^lems were encountered in report^^ results ^of out/pf -level 
e^andarxiised tests administer^ according to individiiallj^ di« 
agnosed perfomance. ^ * / \- "^ 

D. MAT results were an inadequate gauge of successes loet in language 
. development • 

B. .,Oespi\be outstanding growth generally, idean grade i»quivalent remains 
below' average, and a few pT:^ils have made little/longitudlpal 
i ' growth over years senM.ced. 

?. Need exists for increased communication betw^ individual parents 
and Center teachers, and for better ccssnun^^^tion with school staff* 

I 

RBCOMMERDATIONS 

A. S^tember orientations with school staffs to clarify prograwf^- 
prove scheduling lAere possible, and proselytise planning based 
on levels of function and need. 

B. Re^evaluation of services offered in Grades 7-8 with consideration 
of semester cycling or elimination of services >rtiere scheduling 
problems cannot be resolvedt * ; 

^ ■ i 

C. standardized test levels to be predominantly uniform by grad* levels 
for next year. ' 

Salection.of new test measures in langixage arts, especially dt 



Grade 1, for foreign background students, and for the High 
Center. 



1 
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dchool 



IJecorda of longitudinal growth havo been established for each 
.student and will be studied in 1975- 76, ?txpil Appraisal Team 
meetings are suggested /where limited long-range growtl\ occxxrs. 

Continuation and em^pision of pAc Program, including sdiaduled 
parent visits to tKe Centers at least twice yearly. / 
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Stxsdwts Servio^ 

1974-1975 
Hartford NonpubUe 



PROOWM TITLB 



(StADES 



■I . 



CEOTER PROGRAMS 
ANNUAL SEMEST2R ONTisPED 




Center-Serviiced and Tested Anniiallyt 

M ' " I " " Sfloerter Ojilyt 
• TOTAL CEWTERiSER^QED AND TESTKDj 



UNbUPLIdATfP 
PARA- 

PROFESSIONit 
ASSISTANCE 



407 
-II 



/ 



* / 



Center Serviced ^ Untested: 
TOTAL ^SERTER SBK'f^S^ " 
Ifoduplioat^ P&i^profesaionAl ServioM 
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TOTAL NqMBER OP STUDEOTS SER7ICEI> FliOM 
ALL PRO(^ (30MP0NENTS LISTED ABOVBt 
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Total Number of ^plls Serviced in 197U-19?5 ; 
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^ I • • 1974-19!?5 EvaluBitivd Report ^ 

DISTKEBOnON OP' 0N-LB7BL AND 0OT-0P-LE7EL TESTING I 

Raw Scores in reading oomprehension for ftdl-yMr ttudants at all grade levels 
(Primary II Level of the Metropolitan only ) 
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DISrtECBOTION OP ON- 



Oro-OP-LBVEL TESTING H 



E^^iito-down of ni^plitaa Primary II Level Teat Result a in Coopreheneiatt 
ior Seleotetk Stttden^ Tested 0otober4it^ at •J^l Grade Leviils* 

i \ P^evbesb fo^ H j Post-teit form G V 



NO*- FUpXJLS 

(Tested A 1 








11* 1 \ 
















26 


4\ 


29 


5\ 


15 


5 


18 


'6,7,8 




6,7,a 




[edlan Raw Scores 




i Sfeo ra BotdVt 



Stanln* 



best 



Poe 



26 

22 
34 

27 
35 

3^ 
37 

32 
29 



2. 

2 



:| 

Ifprej saooebafvL^ 2nd t^r«d«rs in prognu^, ^s pre^etexnined 
\1|^^er-jtip^etit and/ Inj^epitih diagaoiitic testlii^. 




2.6 

2.4 
3.0 

2.6 

3.1 

3.0 
3.3 



3 

14 



A 



du;t*-ofrXevdl teoiing of 8atec|^ed pupils :jb gjradem eorrobora^tfl| 
JtKl0nont of i^rforaanoe ^hp far bolpr grade level^^ espailally In grades 6«8« 
Det^rBdnatlofl of lAdeh lerel of HebropoUban to be adndiiletered was made 
affcicr inldeplth dlagaoatic teeWn« aonpleted in Seflteanber and April/ , 

According to j^rijaary n /test pttf ormance^ a large dtie^^ of port- 
tested rtlilantet in 6ri|de If h smaller clurter in G^e 4>^and isolated " 
oases in 'Grades 5^ shQoLd hare been tested at higher levels of thf 
Mrtropolitan or ^^evel terted« (See previous' page^ ) 
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Hartford Npi^jabllc Programs 
• Tost| Svaluktion aQ>plement 

DIS^RIBtJTION OF ON-LBVBL iIND OI^T-OP-LSVBL TB3PINQ III 



Goe^ajlte for Annual Reading - Grades 2-8 
1971 Ml^T Administered October-Mjy 
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TbELcher Survey 
^ntal Assistance Program 
1971^-1975 



Teacher 



(^ade 



rvice Offered: Full Year 



Paraprofessidttial^ ^ ^ 

^ Approxixnate Itoiber of hours of weekly service offered: 



Sem. 



\ 



i 



0 1 

\ 


Additional help to pupils . 
ilready in center programs 
fc. Pupils 


Supplemental ^elp to non-* 
serviced pupils 
Mb. Papils' 


\ 

1. Motor Ipvelo"pment 


*uch 
Jelp 


Some 
Hfelp 


Little 
Help 


Comment 
Below 


Much 
-Help 


Some^ 
Qelp' 


little 
Help 


Comment 
Below 


















2. Auditoiy Perception 
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3. Visual/ Discrimination 


















^ /f 

U. XanRuif^ Developoent ^ 


















f>. Oral Reading • ^ '\ 


















^ Reading Crajbreiiension 
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J \ 
7. Handwriting \ - ^ ' 
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8. Written Expression 






, / 












f ' ' ' 

•9^ M»4slt>C|oncepts 
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1^^/ Explanation of Assignments 


















11 , Leaminp: Trtsabiiity 
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12 • Enhanced Self -Concept 
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13 » Others: 
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RISZIORO NOHHJBLIO 90B0QLS 



Looe«ti|m Qoala ^ 

Tht Indiflctittl pt^ll's aoosa of self-voorth is tht tMoottal bw« for 
MlfHKotinctloQ aod grow^ in all areas of Twinging. Aarij^ora* a fond*- 
■antal goal of. tha Ihatruotioial Cantar progrw la'^ ttaa davaloiMMt of th«b 



oonofpt« Ih pnrsnlt pf this. 



tha f oUoMlng spaolfio goala ara aatabliAad 



for tha 



Bartlr< 



1. Van 



ord HtepQhlio Ihitmotioiua Oantara for 197U«19i^t 



indlTldaal child viU ba m aoUta 



, —^^t la 

tM ODgolag atalttatlon of his naads nd In th* ]A«miDg 
for Via prograaa. Options in tha salaotiw and uaa of 
aatariaais to naat his dipgnosad naads vlLl ba andlabla 
to hia. fy 





, aotititlas, «ad 
for aaoh dhild— i 



2. in indlrLdual raoord 
idU^ ba datvlopad and 
naakS^", aont^, and long' 



3* Skills davalqpRtnt and Indepandant fonotioning idll ba 
anhanoad tor tha i^faorsical arrang«i«at of tha ]^miotional 
Oantar and tha oi^mlxatlon. of natarials vithin||Lt. 

k» ill Mttarials in tho BistruotionaL Contar idU ba dasignad 
md/oe adapted for IndLtldual asslgnnint and use aooordlng 
to dlagnosad needs. 

Sadi staff aonber idll self-evalnate.both personal perfozMoa* 
. and Ihstruotional Qsnter program on a monthlgr basis, mfUOxig 
needed ohangea In. light of the abora goals* FUais for the 
1975-1976 school ;fear >illl ;reflaot teaoher input baaed on 
thMO 8elf-evaltiati<ms« 
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number Project Number t 6k^2 



. 1974-75 C0MPEN$A4bRy PROGIAM COpONEW EVALUATIC»^ 

of,wocks thii pro- 

Prgm Director p p^ Margaret Godfre y ^gram was in -opera- 

. ' tionj. • ' ' 



Funds for this p:pogram 
component t 



' P^^gm Evalu2ytor ieanne Biyx 

. ^ snai^ing Cofrectlvie SerVioeB with 
Program Title siigible Nonpublic SchOolB 



SADCj S 62>25Q^ 



Comppnent Hartford Cojpyosite ' 
1* Prograi^ Participants * 

Totajl ptal>lic ^school pupil? ^ 



i . (Speqify.any other) ' 
2; schools where programs tpok placet 



Cathedral of" St > Josepl:i> St. August ine, 
• I ^ A ' Our Lady of Sbirows, St,. Anne, St. Peter.j 

Tot^il nonpublic school pupils skt st, JUatir, nvril ^Mdtbodius. 

/ I ^ \ South CathoHcl , ' ^ 

level breakdbwn for all pupils ' 



servodt^ 





1 X. 

1 


1 1 j 2 


1 ^ 


4 


5 


' 6 


7 


8 




io 


11 


12 




2 


Ik 


1 

128 t 69 


82 


65 


72 ' 




al- 


12 




- i 



3» Economic and educational criteria used to select^ pupils for sor^/icea of 

' programt , , 

A.i Educational attainment one year or mpre belo^ leWl in basic skills. 

Restricted achievement because of economic, lin^stic, or environmental 'isolation. 

Number and type of ataff to whom SADC or Title 1 fijnds were paidi | 

(15) teachers (9) «ides {.k) supervisory (l") clerical j 1 

3. Principal conqponont objectives related to pupils •achievement and attitydedt 
A. jto improve academic performance in language, reading, or math by an avetage of oi^e 
. month'^s growth per tested aionth of instructioni 

?To improve self-conceit end attitude toward learnings ' ; 

1 DesciapUon oFcompon^^ activities arSi services » 1 ^ 

narrative III ; . , 

7, Evalixation of the jjrincipal .goals of the' prpgram component, measures used, 
results, and an interpretation of what the results mean. 

' . ' / ■ ' ■ 

NarrAtive .V i • — . 



53 



• ■ / . ' ■ ■" • ^ 

8* Titl# I fundk art provided to serve children from low-incoae irewi reflardl#»» 
of ifhether they attend public or private schools* If children going to 
nonpublia schools resided'^in the school Attendance areas/ validated for TlUe 1, 
tSJSk services in yoiir poinsunity, provide the following! 

a« Where Title I seiyices were rendered, indicate the hioabef o^ 
children and the name (b) of the nonpublic schools they attxinded. 

Does not apply I , 

b. Deaosribe the apcclfic aein^ea nonpublic school children r^calved. 

Doaa not sqpply ' : ^1 
'c* Indicate thaT dollar (toovnt of Title 1, BSBA funds used for'th^ 

above services. 
' — - Does, not iqRply 

"I ' ' ' I ■ . - 

9. Asido froB the ©valuation made of prograiB objeotiyas, indicate any ^ccoasful 
outccbas resulting Jjfoaj Tittle l or SADC efforts in tho town during the past 

yQ«T ■• ' "I /I ■ r. • . ' 



;3so Karratlvs' VI 



10. AsXde ^zon the evaluation ,,mado of program objectives, indicate any problaas 
relating fron Title I or f SADC efforts in the town during the past yaaf. 



I i8« NarratiVa VI 



/ 



I 



11. state the recommendations for the future consideration of the progjjaas. 

Base the reconaaend^ons on tho finding* and concljiaions of this evaluation 

;3se Narrative VI 




•12* Report tho standardised test reaulU for progrnja ptqjila on the following pages. 
. ^ Mport resulu so that pre-* and post- test scores are for the same pi^pils. Report 
results only for those pupils who were adninistejred the appropriate batifry 
levels of the test for the pupil's school grade placemtot. 

Tho test results are organized to help in a state-wide analysis of SADC and 
, Title I# Report scores for a single subto>ti reading cocq?reluinsion, math 

coaputationr math concepts, or language, whichever of these are relLaJad^jfej 

the program being offered. Note that grot?) scores have been requested for 
. specif io grade levels only on page 4, lAile page S has beeh organised fior all 

otku^ :test information which cannot be included on page 4. ' 
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